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REMARKS 

AU fl« previously ^^j^ 
comb,««o„,ofWi„ci.o„a„dForkosha,„„«„,i„,»,H„^„„^^5^„ 

Exa™,„.appea„,„Mc«edu,Ae,i.,i,«ion,ofci»»3«c.«by^»™<,i.^^^^^ 

dM,„„, ..K ^ ' ""''"S '<>™- Applicants submit te tlas 

does not meet the tenm of the limitation that: 

""'•«'"''«>"cta^»i«.atedintheone„servoi,via,*ch.heli,uiddesiccan. 
in the one feservoir is cooled by the at least one fluid. 

ateaaaUsst one of th^ a, „„e fluids c^mr rint^ ■ 

Applicants submit that a fair reading of dahn 3 is that the a, least one fluid direoUy 

— Ola.™ , adding the .^rd .directly.. ,e««n is and cooled in the las, penuW^^^^ 
ne of fte claun. That .hi, is the .neanhrg of .he clain, is supported, for ex^npie. a. pa,e 5 
7-8 and Ime 2332.page 6 line 2. p^ 14. linesi-IO, 
Clain. 72 has been «Med to ftather limit the invention „ one of th. possibiUties 
defined ,n eUtn, 4, namely fl^ ,he Md cooling the h«,t exotetger in the liquid desiccan. is 
*«a. to ha, been cooled in theeooling chamber. Tbis adds further patentabiUty to this 

='^™'"-M«edby,heEH»unerasbeing«,pa«„«bieoverFotkoshinvie„of 
WUtan»n. lie Examiner indic«estepump25pumps desiccan.th™«gh 
Tins rs t^y incorrect, since pump 25 pumps v™,er »k1 no. desiccan.. Tlrus the examitier 
ha»nolp,e8enteda;»-i™,/a* caseofunpatonfabi^fordiis claim. 

"-considered by fteBxamh^r as being obvious over Wilkinson in view of 
Forkosh, The Ex«niner has intetpreted the term '.thennal contact a, used in claim 10 as 
«Wing indirect Wer vi, a flo^ng liquid. Thermal con^ generally does not involve 
transfer as is the case whereaflo«ngh,™dis„sedtotransfer*,e„e,gy.l,suchcases 
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the starting point and ending pomt of the heat are not in thermal contact, per se, rather a third 
element transfers the heat by moving mechanically between the materials. Applicants submit 
that this is no more thermal contact than if a material is brought into contact with a first 
material and is heated thereby and then is placed in contact with a third material which it 
heats. Clearly heat is transferred from the first to the third materials, but there is no contact 
between them. On the other hand if heat is transferred through a stationaiy element, then, even 
if there is thermal resistance, there is still thermal contact. 

Claims 70 and 71. stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. as being unpatentable under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Forkosh in view of .Wilkenson. Applicant 
respectfiilly traverses this rejection and submits that, the examiner has not mad a prima facie 
case of obviousness. 

The Examiner's rejection appears to be based on a teaching in Wilkinson that the 
system's heat exchanger is in the reservoir. Applicants can find no such teaching. There is no 
heat exchanger in either of the reservoirs of Wilkenson (elements 34 and 31). Clarification 
and further prosecution or allowance is respectfully requested. 

Applicants submit that the application is in condition for allowance. Notice to that 
effect is respectfully awaited. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Mordechai FORKOSH et al. 

Paul FENSTER, 
Reg. No. 33,877 
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